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OFFICERS’ PERSPECTIVES OF POLICING ALCOHOL-RELATED INCIDENTS 
IN AND AROUND LICENSED PREMISES 
Abstract 
Alcohol-related harms are disproportionately represented in licensed-premises.  This study 
aimed to investigate the practices and perceived capabilities of a group of police officers who 
engage in policing activities in and around licensed premises in a capital city policing district 
in an Australian jurisdiction.   Analysis of the self-reported data revealed that the 254 
participants were much more likely to attend to alcohol-related incidents outside rather than 
inside licensed premises. Policing licensed premises that involved an alcohol-related event 
was perceived as the most difficult task compared to other forms of police activities, which 
was mirrored by low levels of perceived knowledge regarding effective intervention 
strategies to deal with incidents inside licensed premises. The findings have direct 
implication in regards to training police officers, particularly increasing their perceived 
knowledge and skill level to deal with incidents inside licensed premises.   
 
The views expressed in this journal article are those of the authors and in no way represent 
those of the any Australian policing agency. 
 
Key words: Policing, incidents, perspectives, licensed premises.   
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OFFICERS’ PERSPECTIVES OF POLICING ALCOHOL-RELATED INCIDENTS 
IN AND AROUND LICENSED PREMISES 
Introduction 
This paper reports on part of a larger program of research approved by an Australian Police 
agency that aims to investigate the practices and perceived capabilities of a group of police 
officers who engage in policing activities in and around licensed premises.  Policing such 
premises is an international problem as alcohol-related harms are often over-represented at 
these locations within a number of countries (Edwards et al., 2004). The current study 
focuses on examining: (a) the frequency and reasons for police officers’ attendance at 
alcohol-related incidents in and around licensed premises, (b) the perceived difficulty in 
policing alcohol-related incidents inside licensed premises, and (c) current levels of skill and 
knowledge to police incidents at these premises. The police officers in the study operate in a 
large metropolitan city that has a diverse night time entertainment district.   
Background Information  
Alcohol consumption has been an inherent component of the Australian culture since 
European Settlement and such consumption now permeates through a range of social and 
vocational activities.  Similarly, licensed premises were originally established to meet local 
demand and no doubt assist local economies, but have since expanded in size and density to 
the extent that some inner city suburbs are characterised by the existence and proximity of 
such facilities.   Furthermore, it has been estimated that licensed premises service 
approximately one third of all alcohol sold in Australia (Lang, Stockwell, Rydon & Gamble., 
1992).   For example, within the relevant police district, there are approximately 515 venues 
which subsequently attracts large quantities of patrons particularly on Friday evenings and at 
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weekends.  Not surprisingly, the combination of consumer characteristics, the Australian 
drinking culture and the accessibility of alcohol within these licensed premises results in 
patrons consuming alcohol at risky levels.  
Alcohol-fuelled disruptive behaviours inevitably follow placing individuals and the 
community at risk of safety and social disruption as well as violence (Doherty & Roche, 
2003; Homel, Thomsen & Thommeny, 1991; Lang & Rumbold, 1997; Graham et al., 1998; 
Graham et al., 2000; Pernanen, 1998).  Not surprisingly, alcohol overconsumption can lead to 
a variety of short and long-term harms for individuals and the community.  In the short-term, 
consumption of more than four standard drinks on a single occasion more than doubles the 
risk of injury six hours after drinking (NHRM, 2009). Similarly in the long term-term, 
alcohol consumption has been correlated with consumer diseases and cancers (English et al., 
1995; Rehm et al., 2003). As a result, alcohol-related harms were estimated to equate to 
approximately $7.59 billion dollars in social costs from 1998 to 1999 (Collins & Lapsley, 
2002).  
Within the current context, licensed premises are naturally over-represented as settings in 
which alcohol-related harms occur. Within such venues, various overt alcohol-fuelled 
behaviours often include but are not limited to: assaults, crimes and violence, sexual acts with 
consenting and non consenting partners, assaults, drunkenness leading to unconsciousness, 
public urination, indecent behaviours, public disorder and antisocial behaviour (Boles & 
Miotto, 2003; Bryant & Williams, 2000; Barbor et al., 2003; Chikritzhs et al., 1999; Sinha & 
Easton, 1999; Steenkamp et al., 2002; Williams, 1999). However, police records reveal that a 
small number of licensed venues account for a disproportionate percentage of such harms, 
particularly in relation to violence (Briscoe & Donnely 2001a; Chikritzhs et al., 1997; 
Stockwell, 1997).  It has been found that the physical features of venues such as:  late 
operation, overcrowding, irresponsible service of alcohol, cheap liquor promotions, poor 
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access to water and food, poor entertainment, and permissive attitudes to violence and sexual 
harassment can contribute to alcohol over-consumption as well as corresponding problematic 
behaviours among such high risk venues (Homel & Clark, 1994; Graham et al., 1980; Homel 
& Clark, 1994; Leonard et al., 2003). In addition, management practices are also of critical 
importance, as poor license management, absence of policies and absence of trained staff to 
manage problems have also been demonstrated to contribute to alcohol-related harms 
(Doherty & Roche, 2003). As a result, these venues are often the target of the alcohol-related 
harms which require intervention.  
Police agencies in the Australian context are but one of the agencies on behalf of the 
government and community which is increasingly required to respond to the misuse of 
alcohol in licensed venues.  Within the current context, the police district examined 
comprises a total of approximately 377 personnel. Surprisingly, few Australian studies have 
quantified the proportion of alcohol-related incidents that police are required to attend.  An 
earlier study in Sydney revealed that over six patrols during a four week period 62% (427) of 
incidents police attended to over a four week period were alcohol-related (Ireland & 
Thommeny, 1993). A similar study conducted in Queensland in 1991 identified that over four 
police regions, around 50% of all calls (2,879) over two weeks involved alcohol-related 
incidents and 27% of these incidents occurred in or within the vicinity of licensed premises.  
Similarly, a more recent study by Palk et al. (2007) aimed at examining the prevalence of 
alcohol-related incidents attended by operational police within three of the largest cities in 
Queensland revealed that approximately one in four incidents attended by police during the 
study period involved alcohol.  It is noted that the fluctuation in percentages across the three 
studies is likely to be associated with a range of factors, in particularly geographic location 
(and the proportion of licensed premises in the area) as well as policing enforcement styles.  
However in general, little is known regarding the extent and characteristics of alcohol-related 
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incidents in licensed premises that require police attendance, although it is usually estimated 
to be substantial.   
What is known is that when police arrive at an incident, they have a role in both reducing and 
preventing alcohol-related harms (Doherty & Roche, 2003).  However this role is quite 
varied, as the Police Service Administration Act (1990) stipulates police officers have a duty 
to: preserve peace and good order, protect communities, prevent crime, detect offenders and 
bring them to justice as well as generally uphold the law.  Importantly, this police guidance is 
not overly specific but allows for individualism in terms of implementation.  As a result, 
policing styles and outcomes are often influenced by individual differences of police officers 
which include but are not limited to: the role, experience, perceptions, beliefs and attitudes of 
the officer and the culture of the surveyed police.  Surprisingly, there is currently no 
comprehensive research that has examined the interactions between such factors, nor police 
officer’s perspectives regarding the sufficiency of their training, skill level or expertise to 
deal effectively with alcohol-related events in licensed premises.  Furthermore, research has 
yet to focus on police officers’ perceived difficulties and barriers of policing alcohol-related 
incidents in licensed premises in any comprehensive way. Rather, research has focused 
predominantly on more general policing and discretion styles (Wortley, 2003) and this has 
not been within a policing licensed premises context.  
As a result, this paper reports on part of a larger program of research approved by an 
Australian Police agency which is aimed at investigating the practices and perceived 
capabilities of a group of police officers who engage in policing activities in and around 
licensed premises within the relevant police district.  The current paper focuses on 
examining:  
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 The frequency and reasons for police officers’ attendance at alcohol-related incidents 
in and around licensed premises; 
 The perceived difficulty in policing alcohol-related incidents inside licensed premises; 
 Current levels of skill and knowledge to police incidents both inside and outside 
licensed premises; and 
 The factors that are predictive of officers entering licensed premises to conduct police 
operations. 
Method 
Participants, Materials and Procedures 
Participants in the current study were 254 active police officers within the District and the 
response rate for this questionnaire was 74.9%.  The survey location was chosen as it is 
arguably the most consistently dynamic nightlight precinct within the State.  The principal 
author e-mailed, posted or personally distributed the questionnaire to all of the 339 police 
officers working within the District.  A 170-item questionnaire was constructed using the 
work of Palk et al. (2007), and included items that assessed: the frequency of police 
attendance in and around licensed premises, police officer ranks and roles attending incidents, 
whether incident attendance were self or other initiated,  perceived experience in dealing with 
alcohol issues within the area, officer knowledge of effective strategies in addressing alcohol-
related harm in licences premises, officer knowledge of the Liquor Act their perceived skill 
level to police licensed premises, their level of training, and the difficulty in responding to 
alcohol-related situations and factors inhibiting them from policing licensed premises. The 
questionnaire predominantly consisted of five and ten point likert-scale questions.  The 
survey was personally delivered (or e-mailed) to the police personnel (by the primary author) 
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and they were asked to complete the questionnaire and return it for analysis (via a secure 
envelope). Participation was voluntary and all information was confidential.   
Results 
Characteristics of Sample 
Of the 254 participants, 207 were male (81.5%) and 47 were female (18.5%). This 
breakdown in gender also broadly equated to the general ratio of males to females in the 
Police Service.  The mean age of participants was 35.63, ranging from 22 years to 56 years. 
Officers reported a mean of 9.34 years of experience, although this ranged between .16 years 
to 35 years of service.  As depicted in Table 1, the largest proportion of the sample consisted 
of Constable and Senior Constables (79.5%) and the sample were most likely to engage in 
general duties policing activities.   
Table 1  
 
Nature of police intervention in responding to alcohol-related incidents inside and around 
licensed premises 
The first aim of the study was to ascertain the number of incidents police attended inside 
licensed premises compared with around licensed premises, with the latter being defined as 
within the immediate vicinity of a licensed premises area.  The sample responded to two 
items on a six point scale (e.g., 1 = never, 2 = 1-5, 3= 6-10, 4 = 11-15, 5 = 16-20, & 6 = over 
20) regarding how often they attended incidents inside and outside licensed premises over the 
past six month period.  As shown in Table 2, of the 92.5 % of officers who had responded to 
incidents during this period, the largest proportion (e.g., 37%) reported attending more than 
20 incidents in licensed premises and another 22.8% reported attending between 11 and 20 
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incidents during this time period.  In contrast, the sample was significantly more likely to 
attend incidents outside licensed premises χ2(25, 254) = 366.49, p = .000), as 55.9% reported 
more than 20 such incidents over the same six month period.   Not surprisingly, Constables 
were significantly more likely to respond to incidents inside licensed premises than 
Sergeants/ Senior Sergeants χ2(5, 242) = 12.63, p = .027) given their increased general duties 
patrolling requirements, as well as outside licensed premises χ2(5, 242) = 12.57, p = .005).  
Although it should be borne in mind that Constables also constituted the largest proportion of 
the sample e.g., 80% compared with 20%. Corresponding with this finding, bivariate analysis 
also revealed that those with more years of experience were also less likely to be required to 
respond to such incidents inside (r = -.15*) as well as outside license premises (r =-.23**) 
compared to younger officers.     
Table 2 
Secondly, a corresponding analysis was undertaken to explore the origins of police entering 
licensed premises.  More specifically, an examination was undertaken to determine the 
proportion of police who initiated policing an incident either in or around a licensed premises 
compared with the incident being initiated by other means over the past six months e.g., 
responding to an incident.  As shown in Table 3, the largest proportion (32%) of the sample 
indicated that they initiated less than 25% of incidents, and thus incidents were more likely to 
be initiated by others χ2(36, 254) = 326.31, p = .000).  More specifically, the highest 
proportion of police indicated that 50 – 75% of incidents were largely initiated by others.  
Similar to the above results, the data also reveals that the more years in service, the less likely 
an officer was to self initiate attending incidents in and around licensed premises (r = -.147*) 
as well as attend incidents which were initiated by others (r = -.21).   
Table 3 
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Perceived difficulty in policing alcohol- related incidents in licensed premises 
Secondly, the study aimed to explore the perceived complexity and difficulty of entering a 
licensed premise to attend to an alcohol-related event compared to other forms of policing 
duties.  Interesting, policing an event occurring inside an establishment was perceived as the 
most difficult task that was measured on a 10 point scale (1 = does not increase difficulty at 
all and 10 = increases difficulty a great deal).  More specifically and as highlighted in Table 
4, an alcohol–related event was perceived as the most difficult (M = 8.05), compared to a 
street disturbance (M = 7.58), general assault (M = 7.46), domestic event (M = 7.02), or noise 
complaint (M = 6.48).  In addition, police officers indicated that the location of licensed 
premises substantially increased the difficulty of managing an alcohol-related incident. More 
specifically, the most difficult premises to police were considered to be nightclubs (M = 
7.79), followed closely by clubs (M = 7.55) and then hotels (M = 7.32).   
Table 4 
Perceived extent of police knowledge of effective intervention strategies 
The third aim of the study was to explore the perceived extent of police knowledge of 
effective intervention strategies, respondents were asked to rate on a four point scale, their 
level of knowledge of effective strategies to police events inside licensed premises (1 = No 
knowledge, 2 = Low knowledge, 3 = Moderate knowledge, 3 =  High knowledge). As 
highlighted in Table 5, the majority of Constables/Senior Constables as well as 
Sergeants/Senior Sergeants reported either a ‘low’ or ‘no knowledge’ of effective 
intervention strategies.  In comparison (and while the other cells sizes are very small), 
Commissioned Officers (the rank of Inspector and above) reported much higher knowledge 
levels than the Constable/ Senior Constable and Sergeant/ Senior Sergeant ranks. More 
specifically, of the five Commissioned Officers, 1 scored ‘no knowledge’ (20%) and 4 scored 
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‘moderate knowledge’ (80%). Additionally, the sample responded to an additional item that 
enquired about their knowledge of the Liquor Act on a 5-Point scale (1 = no knowledge; 2 = 
little knowledge, 3 = fair knowledge; 4 = good knowledge; and 5 = very good knowledge).  
The Liquor Act has a range of purposes, including regulating the liquor industry to minimise 
harm, especially in licensed premises.  Interestingly, 18.5% of the sample indicated that they 
had no or little knowledge of the Act, while the largest proportion indicated that they had a 
fair level of knowledge of the Act (46.5%), and 26.4% and 8.7% reported they had good or 
very good knowledge of the Act, respectively.  Sergeants and Senior Sergeants were also 
more likely to report greater levels of knowledge of the Act compared to the Constables and 
Senior Constables χ2(4, 254) = 17.72, p = .001).   
Table 5 
Additionally, it was of interest to examine the sample’s perceived level of skill and training to 
respond to alcohol-related incidents both inside and outside licensed premises.  Survey 
participants were thus asked, the level of their skill to effectively manage an incident inside a 
licensed premise on a four point scale (1 = very poor; 2 = poor 3 = good; 4 = very good).  In 
regards to policing events outside licensed premises, the responses received indicated that the 
largest percent (95.7%) of police officers viewed their skill levels as good or very good and 
only 4.3% indicated that their skill level was poor or very poor.  In contrast to above, there 
were no differences identified between Sergeants/Senior Sergeants and Constables/Senior 
Constables on their perceive level of skill responding to alcohol-related incidents.    A similar 
analyses of the sample’s perceived level of skill to deal with alcohol-related incidents inside a 
licensed premises revealed similar results, although respondents were slightly less likely 
(20.9% versus 14.6%), to report very good skill levels to deal within incidents inside such 
environments.    
Table 6 
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Finally, the level of training may prove to be a critical consideration in explaining the 
capability and motivation of officers to enter licensed premises and engage in police 
operations.  An analysis was undertaken to determine participants’ perceived level of training 
to respond to incidents both inside as well as outside licensed premises.  Interesting, 
approximately one half of the sample (e.g, 50.4%) considered that their level of training to 
respond to incidents inside licensed premises ranged between no training to poor training.  In 
contrast, the remaining proportion of the sample considered their training to be either good or 
very good.  A slightly smaller (but nonetheless substantial proportion) of the participants also 
considered their training for police incidents outside licensed premises to range from no 
training to poor (e.g., 40.6%), and a corresponding between groups analysis revealed this 
difference between inside and outside to be significant  χ2(16, 254) = 405.61, p = .000).   
Table 7 
Predictors of entering  licensed premises 
The final objective of the study was to identify what self-reported attitudinal and behavioural 
factors (examined in the current study) were predictive of officers choosing to enter licensed 
premises.   Examination of the descriptive statistics revealed breaches of normality, linearity 
and homoscedasticity.  Therefore to accommodate these breaches, a logistic regression 
analysis was conducted to investigate the predictive role of the above mentioned variables 
(i.e., job title, reason for initiation, skills, strategies and training) to the outcome variable of 
frequency of entering licensed premises in the previous six months.  As highlighted in Table 
2, the outcome variable was originally measured on a quasi-continuous scale, however the 
item was collapsed into two categories (i.e., more and fewer than 20 times) after examination 
of the frequencies revealed a clear break in the normal distribution at this point e.g., never = 
7.5%, 1 to 5 = 15.4%, 6 to 10 = 17.3%, 11 to 15 = 12.6%, 16 to 20 = 10.2% & over 20 = 
37%.  Additionally, only constables/senior constables and sergeants/senior sergeants were 
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included in this analysis as they were most likely to be performing such policing duties. Table 
7 displays the coefficients, standard errors, Wald statistics, odds ratios (OR), and 95% 
confidence intervals for the OR.  
Overall, the model was a significant predictor of the outcome variable χ2(1, 6) = 78.63, p < 
.001), and 75.6% of the sample was correctly classified. A closer examination revealed that 
four variables were predictive of the dependent variable.  Firstly, and not surprisingly, an 
increased frequency of both self initiating (M = 2.70, p <.001) as well as being directed by 
others to enter licensed premises (M = 3.58, p<.001) was predictive of such policing 
activities.  Secondly, reporting higher levels of perceived skills to effectively manage an 
incident inside a licensed premises was also predictive of engagement in a higher frequency 
of such behaviour (M = 3.02, p<.05).  Finally, participants’ perceived level of training to 
respond to such incidents was also predictive (M = 2.96, p<.001), although it is noted that 
this variable was a combined item and included perceived level of training to respond to 
incidents both inside and outside licensed premises.  In contrast, perceptions regarding 
knowledge of effective strategies to police inside licensed premises was not predictive of the 
outcome variable.  Lastly, inclusion of gender and age did not increase the predictive value of 
the model. To determine the sensitivity of the results, several additional regression models 
were estimated. A test of the full model with all independent variables entered collectively 
confirmed the same significant predictors.  Similarly, forward and backward stepwise 
regression identified the same predictors.  Interestingly, a corresponding regression analysis 
undertaken to identify the predictors of policing a similar frequency of incidents outside 
licensed premises revealed similar results, although participants’ perceived level of training 
to respond to such incidents was not identified as a significant predictor in this model.   
Table 8 
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Discussion 
The aim of the present study was to investigate the practices and perceived capabilities of a 
group of police officers who engage in policing activities in and around licensed premises in 
the relevant police district.  More specifically, the study endeavoured to examine the 
frequency and reasons for police officers’ attendance at alcohol-related incidents inside 
licensed premises, as well as determine their current perceptions regarding skills and training 
to attend to such incidents.   
The first noteworthy finding was that police officers actively engaging in policing activities 
are significantly more likely to respond to alcohol-related incidents outside rather than inside 
licensed premises.  On the one hand, this result is likely to reflect a naturally occurring 
phenomenon whereby police are more often required to attend and resolve alcohol-related 
incidents outside (rather than inside) licensed premises due to a variety of reasons that range 
from intoxicated individuals interacting in less supervised environments while attempting to 
identify and obtain scarce transport options to police officers’ increased presence in the street 
area.  Indeed, the literature supports the view that a disproportionate percentage of incidents 
involving aggression of patrons within the vicinity of licensed premises occurs between 
people who are unknown to each other after midnight and coincides in time with the premises 
closing (Briscoe & Donnely, 2001; Stockwell, 1997).  However, and as discussed below, a 
number of factors were identified to be predictive of the frequency of entering licensed 
premises that included personal characteristics e.g., perceived skill and training levels.  What 
remains conclusive is that alcohol-related harms are disproportionately associated with 
licensed premises (Briscoe & Donnelly, 2001; Stockwell, 1997), and thus further research is 
required to establish whether police officers’ actual presence within licensed premises 
corresponds to their perceptions of the need to enter such environments to address offending 
behaviours. 
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Secondly, and of greater note, the sample perceived that policing licensed premises that 
involved an alcohol-related event was a most difficult task (compared to other forms of 
policing).  A sizeable proportion of the sample reported low levels of knowledge and training 
regarding effective intervention strategies.  While the former is not surprising given the 
complexity of dealing with an intoxicated individual (or crowd) within tightly confined and 
often dark environments, it is surprising that the sample did not perceive that they had an 
adequate set of effective strategies to address such incidents.  Similarly, perceptions 
regarding participants’ levels of training to deal with alcohol-related incidents both inside and 
outside licensed premises varied considerably, although it is noteworthy that a considerable 
proportion reported that they did not achieve a sufficient level of training to police both 
environments effectively.  The results naturally suggest that some merit may be gained from 
engaging in a more refined analysis to determine the origins of such perceptions.  Moreover, 
further research is needed in order to determine the validity of such perceptions in regards to 
the extent and intensity of police training and professional development initiatives.  More 
specifically, given that there has recently been considerable research and media interest 
directed towards identify and implementing strategies to deal with alcohol-related harms in 
and around licensed premises such as the 3 am Lockout Policy (Palk et al., 2007), it appears 
that a complementary level of research should also be directed towards establishing how 
better to equip police officers with the necessary level of skill, knowledge and confidence to 
maximise the effectiveness of such initiatives.   Such a research effort is particularly 
warranted given that the current study identified perceptions of level of skill and training to 
be predictive of the frequency of entering licensed premises. This is because those who 
reported lower levels were less likely to enter such environments.   
A number of limitations associated with the study should be taken into account. Firstly, 
participants were not randomly selected, although the vast majority of active police officers 
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within the survey area participated in the study.  Secondly, the results may not be 
generalisable to other policing cohorts, and thus the study needs to be replicated in other 
countries and jurisdictions.  Thirdly, the collected data could have been influenced by self-
reporting bias, particularly given the media attention that is currently being directed towards 
problems associated with licensed premises within Australia.   Notwithstanding such 
limitations, the study’s findings provide some preliminary insights into factors that may be 
influencing police officers’ reluctance to enter licensed premises.   
Conclusions 
A large body of literature has highlighted the strong link between licensed premises and 
alcohol-related incidents (Doherty & Roche, 2003), however there is a paucity of research on 
the subject of officer knowledge and skill levels to manage such incidents.  While these 
findings are preliminary, it may be asserted that the active policing of alcohol-related 
incidents are related to officers’ level of confidence, experience and skill set.  This is a 
particularly important finding as licensed premises present as a crucial setting for the 
implementation of harm reduction, health promotion and problem-oriented law-enforcement 
strategies.  The study is also one of the first of its kind and thus the findings need to be 
replicated with similarly comprehensive samples in other jurisdictions.  Additionally and if 
possible, objective assessment measures of police officers’ capacity to police within licensed 
premises need to be developed, which can further elucidate the link between police officer 
presence and a reduction in alcohol-related crime.  This can also assist determine whether 
police officers’ perceptions of their own skill and knowledge level to police licensed 
premises is accurate.   
Nevertheless and given the extent of alcohol consumption within licensed premises and the 
nature and extent of associated harms therein, police officers continue to have a significant 
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opportunity to reduce alcohol-related violence and thus should be encouraged to build an 
active presence not only outside but inside licensed premises (Doherty & Roche, 2003). This 
may be achieved through a number of avenues, not least through organisational support, 
removing the perceived obstacles and barriers that prevent such activity and increasing 
officer knowledge and skills.  In regards to the latter, this may involve initial intensive 
training at a recruit level as well as on-going training that focuses on dealing within alcohol-
related events within a wide range of environments.    The education and training curriculum 
should be directed at upskilling officers in: knowledge of relevant policing acts and 
operations, knowledge of effective strategies and the application of such strategies in the 
pursuit of “harm minimisation” as well as apprehending offenders who have committed 
crimes in such environments.   
Further research is also required into best practice methods to not only train police officers to 
deal with alcohol-related incidents, but also in the maintenance of such skills in changing 
nighttime environments as well as other factors that may influence attendance e.g., familiarity 
with premises.  Taken together and given that there will likely be on-going tensions between 
profitability and risk reduction within the licensed premises industry, police officers’ 
presence and corresponding intervention will remain a key mediating factor in the quest to 
reduce alcohol-fuelled harm.     
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Table 1. Demographics of Police Officer Sample 
  
Frequency Percent 
Employment Type 
 
 
 
Job Role 
 
Constable/ Senior Constable 
Sergeant/ Senior Sergeant 
Commissioned Officer 
Other 
 
General Duties 
Investigative duties 
TCS/ CDSU 
Intelligence 
Crime Prevention 
LEAPS Unity 
Other Specialist 
192 
50 
5 
1 
 
153 
32 
22 
6 
4 
3 
25 
79.5 
19.7 
2.0 
.4 
 
60.2 
12.6 
8.7 
2.4 
1.6 
1.2 
9.8 
 
Table 2. Number of incidents attended in licensed premises over the past six months 
Category Inside Licensed Premises  Outside License Premises  
 Frequency Percent Frequency Percent 
Never 
1-5 
6-10 
11-15 
16-20 
Over 20 
19 
39 
44 
32 
26 
94 
7.5 
15.4 
17.3 
12.6 
10.2 
37.0 
15 
17 
21 
25 
34 
142 
5.9 
6.7 
8.3 
9.8 
13.4 
55.9 
 
Table 3.  Percentage of incidents inside and around licences premises which were self 
initiated or other- initiated. 
  Frequency Percent 
  23
Self Initiated 
Response 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other-initiated 
response 
Doesn’t apply (non operational) 
None 
Less than 25%  
25% to 49% 
50% to 74%  
75%  to 99% 
100% of the incidents  
 
 
Doesn’t apply (non operational) 
None 
Less than 25%  
25% to 49% 
50% to 74%  
75%  to 99% 
100% of the incidents 
19 
17 
81 
63 
54 
18 
2 
 
 
17 
5 
25 
54 
77 
71 
5 
7.5 
6.7 
31.9 
24.8 
21.3 
7.1 
.8 
 
 
6.7 
2.0 
9.8 
21.3 
30.3 
28.0 
2.0 
 
Table 4 Perceptions of alcohol involvement based on incident   
 n Mean S.D. 
Disturbance in a licensed premise 242 8.05 1.815 
Street Disturbance 242 7.58 1.727 
General Assault 242 7.46 1.957 
Noise Complaint 242 6.48 2.325 
Domestic Event 242 5.50 2.425 
Disturbance in a private dwelling 242 4.98 2.393 
Traffic Crash 242 2.30 1.782 
 
 
Table 5. Knowledge of effective strategies to police inside licensed premises based on rank 
Level of knowledge Constable/ 
Senior 
Constable 
Sergeant/ 
Senior 
Sergeant 
Commissioner  
Officer 
Other rank 
No knowledge 
Low knowledge 
Moderate knowledge 
High Knowledge 
63 
114 
12 
3 
13 
27 
9 
1 
1 
0 
4 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
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Table 6. Officers’ self-report perceptions of Skill Level 
 Outside Inside 
 Frequency Percent Frequency Percent 
Very poor 
Poor  
Good 
Very good 
1 
10 
190 
53 
.4 
3.9 
74.8 
20.9 
4 
25 
188 
37 
1.6 
9.8 
74 
14.6 
 
Table 7. Perception of level of training to police in and outside licensed premises 
 Inside Outside 
 Frequency Percent Frequency Percent 
No training 
Very poor 
Poor  
Good 
Very good 
47 
63 
18 
106 
2 
18.5 
24.8 
7.1 
41.7 
7.9 
19 
56 
18 
132 
19 
7.5 
26 
7.1 
52 
7.5 
 
Table 8. Logistic Regression for Frequency of Policing Incidents Inside Licensed Premises  
  
95% Confidence 
interval for OR 
 
Variables 
 
B 
 
S.E. 
 
Wald 
 
OR 
 
Lower 
 
Upper 
Job Title .07 .43 .03 1.08 .46 2.50 
Self Initiated  .83 .16 26.54** 2.29 1.67 3.15 
  25
Initiated by other means .60 .18 11.93** 1.83 1.3 2.59 
Effective Skills .76 .34 4.93* 2.14 1.09 4.19 
Effective Training  .41 .13 9.65** 1.5 1.16 1.94 
Knowledge of Effective Strategies .08 .19 .18 1.08 .75 1.57 
Model Chi-Square 78.63** (df = 6)       
Note: *p < .05, **p < .001; OR = Odds Ratio. 
